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standard of action do not intend a merely verbal pro^
position; they do not mean that the standard, whatever
it be, should be called Nature; they think they are
giving some information as to what the standard of
e action really is. Those who say that we ought to act
according to Nature do not mean the mere identical
proposition that we ought to do what we ought to do.
They think that the word Nature affords some external
criterion of what we should -do; and if they lay down
as a rule for what ought to be, a word which in its
proper signification denotes what is, they do so because
they have a notion, either clearly or confusedly, that
what is, constitutes the rule and standard of what
dught to be.

The examination of this notion, is the object of the
present Essay. It is proposed to inquire into the
truth of the doctrines which make Nature a test of
right and wrong, good and evil, or which in any mode
or degree attach merit or approval to following, imitat-
ing, or obeying Nature. To this inquiry the foregoing
discussion respecting the meaning of terms, was an
indispensable introduction. Language is as it were
the atmosphere of philosophical investigation, which
must be made transparent before anything can be
seen through it in the true figure and position. In
the present case it is necessary to guard against a*
further ambiguity, which though abundantly obvious,
has sometimes misled even sagacious minds, and of